Remarks 

Claims 1-20 are at issue. Claims 4, 5, 14, and 20 stand rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as his invention. Claims 1, 2, and 6-9 stand rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Patsiokas. Claims 10-14, 16, 
and 18-20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Mills. 

Claim 4, 5, 14, and 20 have been amended to overcome the §112 
second paragraph rejections. 

Claim 10 is appropriately amended as suggested by the Examiner. 

Claim 1 requires an address software that is capable of sending a 
plurality of addresses to the portable wireless electronic device from a 
computer that is not part of the wired or wireless network. A close 
reading of Patsiokas shows no address software. In addition, Patsiokas 
also shows the computer as part of the wireless network. Claim 1 is 
allowable. 

Claim 2 is allowable as being based upon an allowable base claim. 

Claim 6 requires that the cellular telephone contain an address 
transfer program. A close reading of Patsiokas shows no address transfer 
program. Claim 6 is allowable. 
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Claim 7 requires that the address transfer program request a 
telephone number for a transfer. A close reading of Patsiokas shows no 
address transfer program. Claim 7 is allowable. 

Claim 8 requires that the address transfer program request a file 
name for the transfer. A close reading of Patsiokas shows no address 
transfer program. Claim 8 is allowable. 

Claim 9 requires that the address transfer program allow a user to 
select a plurality of address fields for the transfer. A close reading of 
Patsiokas shows no address transfer program or the ability to select 
specific fields of the address database. Claim 9 is allowable. 

Claim 10 requires selecting an address transfer program at a first 
electronic device. A close reading of Mills shows no address transfer 
program. In addition, claim 10 requires that the first and second 
electronic devices are not part of the wired or wireless network. This is 
not shown in Mills. Claim 10 is allowable. 

Claim 11 requires transferring the plurality of addresses from the 
second electronic device to the first electronic device. A close reading of 
Mills shows no transfer of a plurality of addresses using an address 
transfer program. Claim 11 is allowable. 

Claim 12 requires transferring the plurality of addresses from the 
first electronic device to the second electronic device. A close reading of 
Mills shows no transfer of a plurality of addresses using an address 
transfer program. Claim 12 is allowable. 

Claim 13 is allowable as being dependent from an allowable base 

claim. 

Claim 14 requires the ability to select field in the file of addresses. 
The Examiner points to Col. 4, line 56 - Col. 5, line 13. A careful reading of 
this section shows that Mills is concerned with transferring a credit card 
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number. The applicant is confused about how this applies to claim 14. 
Claim 14 is allowable. 

Claim 16 is allowable as being dependent from an allowable base 

claim. 

Claim 18 requires displaying an address transfer option. A close 
reading of Mills shows no address transfer option within an address 
transfer program. The section the Examiner points to relates to the 
purchase of an airline ticket using a cellular phone with a SIMS card. The 
applicant is confused about how this applies to claim 18. Claim 18 is 
allowable. 

Claim 19 requires selecting a file of addresses. A close reading of 
Mills shows no selection of a file of addresses within an address transfer 
program. Claim 19 is allowable. 

Claim 20 requires selecting a field of a file of addresses. A close 
reading of Mills shows no selection of a field of a file of addresses within 
an address transfer program. 

Claim 3 requires that the wireless communication link is a digital 
personal communication system protocol that encapsulates a wide area 
network protocol. A close reading of Mills shows no digital personal 
communication system protocol that encapsulates a wide area network 
protocol where a portable wireless electronic device stores a plurality of 
addresses. Claim 3 is allowable. 

Claim 4 requires an internet protocol that encapsulates a hypertext 
protocol in the context of a portable wireless electronic device that stores a 
plurality of addresses. Neither Mills nor Gunluk, nor the combination of 
the two show an internet protocol that encapsulates a hypertext protocol in 
the context of a portable wireless electronic device that stores a plurality 
of addresses. Claim 4 is allowable. 
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Claim 5 requires an internet protocol that encapsulates an electronic 
mail protocol in the context of a portable wireless electronic device that 
stores a plurality of addresses. Neither Mills nor Gunluk, nor the 
combination of the two show an internet protocol that encapsulates an 
electronic mail protocol in the context of a portable wireless electronic 
device that stores a plurality of addresses. Claim 5 is allowable. 

Claim 15 requires entering a universal resource locator in the context 
of an address transfer program that transfers a plurality of addresses. 
Neither Mills nor Gunluk, nor the combination of the two show the entering 
of a universal resource locator in the context of an address transfer 
program that transfers a plurality of addresses. Claim 15 is allowable. 
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Claim 17 requires entering an email address in the context of an 
address transfer program that transfers a plurality of addresses. Neither 
Mills nor Gunluk, nor the combination of the two show the entering of an 
email address in the context of an address transfer program that transfers 
a plurality of addresses. Claim 17 is allowable. 

Prompt reconsideration and allowance are respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 
(Hiatt, Jr.) 
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